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OPINION 1103 

SUPPRESSION OF NINE SPECIFIC NAMES IN THE FAMILY 
TETRIGIDAE (INSECTA, ORTHOPTERA) 

RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers, the following 
specific names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of 
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy: 

(a) xyphothyreus Schrank, 1781, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) xyphothyreus; 

(b) opacum Herbst, 1786, as published in the binomen 
Acridium opacum; 

(c) leucostictos Gmelin, 1788, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium] leucostictos; 

(d) griseus Gmelin, 1788, as published in the combination 
Gryllus (Bulla) [ Acridium\ griseus; 

(e) binotatus Gmelin, 1788, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium] binotatus; 

(f) gibbum Olivier, 1791, as published in the binomen 
Acrydium gibbum; 

(g) nutans Hagenbach, 1822, as published in the binomen 
Tetrix nutans; 

(h) schrankii Fieber, 1844, as published in the binomen 
Tettix schrankii; 

(i) linnei Fieber, 1853, as published in the binomen Tettix 
linnei. 

(2) The following specific names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
stated: 

(a) bipunctatus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) bipunctatus (Name Number 
2630); 

(b) tenuicornis Sahlberg, 1893, as published in the binomen 
Tettix tenuicornis (Name Number 2631). 

(3) The following specific names, as suppressed under the 
plenary powers in (1) above, are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers specified: 

(a) xyphothyreus Schrank, 1781, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) xyphothyreus (Name 
Number 1025); 

(b) opacum Herbst, 1786, as published in the binomen 
Acridium opacum (Name Number 1026); 
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(c) leucostictos Gmelin, 1788, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium] leucostictos 
(Name Number 1027); 

(d) griseus Gmelin, 1788, as published in the combination 
Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium]griseus(Name Number 1028); 

(e) binotatus Gmelin, 1788, as published in the 
combination Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium] binotatus (Name 
Number 1029); 

(f) gibbum Olivier, 1791, as published in the binomen 
Acrydium gibbum (Name Number 1030); 

(g) nutans Hagenbach, 1822, as published in the binomen 
Tetrix nutans (Name Number 1031); 

(h) schrankii Fieber, 1844, as published in the binomen 
Tettix schrankii (Name Number 1032); 

(i) linnei Fieber, 1853, as published in the binomen Tettix 
linnei (Name Number 1033). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.) 673 

An application for the suppression of ten specific names in 
the Orthopteran family TETRIGIDAE was first received from Dr 
D.K. McE. Kevan (then of the University of Nottingham, U.K.) on 
2 May 1952. The list included Acrydium scutellatum De Geer, 
1773, in addition to the nine dealt with in the present Ruling. After 
various exchanges of correspondence, the paper was sent to the 
printer on 20 June 1961 and published on 17 November 1961 on 
pp. 377-379 of vol. 18 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. 
Public notice of the possible use of the plenary powers in the case 
was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to the serials 
later specified in the Constitution and to seven entomological 
serials. No comment was received. 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 6 November 1962 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper 
(1962)45 for or against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom. 
vol. 18: 378-379. At the close of the voting period on 6 February 
1963 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes - twenty-three (23) received in the 
following order: China, Holthuis, Hering, Vokes, Stoll, Mayr, Riley, 
Lemche, Amaral, Uchida, Jaczewski, Key, Obruchev, Boschma, 
Munroe, Alvarado, Tortonese, Kiihnelt, Bonnet, Binder, Mertens, 
Miller, Evans 

Negative Votes - two (2): Brinck, Bradley. 
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A late affirmative vote was returned by Dr Borchsenius. No 
voting paper was returned by Mr Hemming. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the 
Commission with their voting papers: 

Brinck: I am not quite satisfied with the presentation of this 
case. It would have been good to have the opinions of the specialists 
in this group, for example Professor Dr Klaus Gunther of Berlin and 
Dr Kjell Ander of Linkoping, Sweden. As far as I have been able to 
find out they have not received copies of the proposals and know 
nothing about them. 

Bradley: I will not vote en bloc to use the plenary powers to 
suppress these names. For each name we should know whether it is 
invalid as a nomen oblitum, whether a type exists, whether a 
neotype should be established, how serious upheaval would be 
caused by its resurrection. We cannot use the plenary powers to 
solve every problem in groups of minor importance. 

Obruchev: One cannot perceive from the application whether 
the ten nominal species have been used by somebody since they 
were established. If not, there is no need to use plenary powers, but 
the ten specific names can be simply placed on the Official Index in 
accordance with Article 23b. [There was doubt at that time 
whether Dr Obruchev’s interpretation of Article 23b was the 
correct one. R.V.M.] 

The two specialists mentioned by Professor Brinck were 
asked for their opinions on Dr Kevan’s proposals. Professor Dr Karl 
Gunther (Zoologisches Institute Freie Universitat, Berlin-Dahlem) 
replied on 7 February 1963 that he supported the proposals. Dr 
Kjell Ander (Linkoping, Sweden) said that he had carefully studied 
De Geer’s description and figures of Acrydium scutellatum De Geer, 
1773 and concluded that it was not unidentifiable (as supposed by 
Dr Kevan) but a junior synonym of Gryllus (Bulla) bipunctatus 
Linnaeus, 1758, and that its suppression was therefore unnecessary. 
He supported the application as regards the other nine names. 

Following the receipt of this advice, Professor Brinck was 
asked whether he wished to reconsider his vote and replied that he 
was in favour of all the proposals except that concerning A cry dium 
scutellatum De Geer, 1773. 

It cannot now be acertained why the case was not then 
immediately completed. When I came to examine the file in 
October 1974 I wrote to Dr Kevan (then of Macdonald College of 
McGill University, Ste Anne de Bellevue, Quebec, Canada) and told 
him of Dr Ander’s advice, he replied that he was in agreement with 
Dr Ander, and that A. scutellatum De Geer could be omitted from 
any action taken. His proposal concerning that name was 
accordingly deleted. 
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ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for the names placed 
on an Official List and an Official Index by the ruling given in the 
present Opinion: 

binotatus, Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium], Gmelin, 1788 in Linnaeus, 
Syst. Nat., ed. 13 vol. 1(4): 2059, No. 221 
bipunctatum, Gryllus (Bulla), Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat., ed. 10, 
vol. 1:427, No. 17 

gibbum, Acrydium, Olivier, 1791, Ency. Meth., Ins. vol. 6: 233, No. 
76 

griseus, Gryllus (Bulla)[Acridium\ , Gmelin, 1788, in Linnaeus, Syst. 

Nat., ed. 13 vol. 1(4): 2059. No. 220 
leucostictos, Gryllus (Bulla) [Acridium], Gmelin, 1788 in Linnaeus, 
Syst. Nat., ed. 13 vol. 1 (4): 2059, No. 219 
linnei, Tettix, Fieber, 1853, Lotos vol. 3: 142 
nutans, Tetrix, Hagenbach, 1822 , Symb. Faun. Ins. Helvet. vol. 1: 
41, pi. 13, fig. 25 

opacum, Acridium, Herbst, 1786, Fuessly’s Archiv Ins. : 190, No. 3, 
pi. 52, fig. 2 

schrankii, Tettix, Fieber, 1844, Abhandl. Bohm. Ges. (5), vol. 3: 
412, No. 5, pi. 10, figs. 17-19 

tenuicornis, Tetrix, Sahlberg, 1893 ,Meddel. Soc. Faun. Flor. Fenn., 
vol. 19:47 

xyphothyreus, Gryllus (Bulla), Schrank, Enum. Ins. Austr. : 243, 
No. 462. 


CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (62)45 were cast 
as set out above, that the proposal contained in that voting paper 
has been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the 
decision so taken, being the decision of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the 
present Opinion No. 1103. 

R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
27 September 1977 


